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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
08/02/2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3,5-8 and 10-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kaufman (US Patent 6,370, 525) in view of Batchilo (US Publication 
2003/0130837) and in further view of Nishizawa (US Patent 6,537,325). 

4. With respect to claim 1, Kaufman discloses a computer-implemented method for 
accessing relevant information in response to a search query (Kaufman: Column 2, 
lines 33-36), the method comprising: 

receiving a document in response to the search query (Kaufman: Column 2, lines 
33-36; Figure 2); 
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identifying relevant segments of the document reflecting one or more relevant 
words (Kaufman: Column 2, lines 37-52); 
Kaufman does not explicitly disclose: 

generating an intermediary document substantially dependent on the identified 
relevant segments, wherein the intermediary document including the relevant segments 
as claimed. 

However, Batchilo discloses claimed generating an intermediary document 
(a summarized document) substantially dependent on the identified relevant segments, 
wherein the intermediary document includes the relevant segments (Batchilo: 
Paragraph 37, lines 1-9; Paragraph 38, lines 1-21; Figure 1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made, to combine the teachings of Batchilo with the 
teachings of Kaufman to have generated a summarized document or an intermediary 
document including identifications of the relevant segments for a system and method of 
automatically summarizing the contents of natural language documents stored in 
electronic or digital form (Batchilo: Paragraph 2, lines 1-3). 

Kaufman or Batchilo does not explicitly disclose: 

the intermediary document including links, which when activated, cause the 
document to be opened and an information point in the document corresponding to the 
identified relevant segment to be displayed as claimed. 

The Nishizawa reference, however, discloses claimed link information of the 
original text to be contained in the summarized text, which when activated, cause the 
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original document to be opened and an information point in the original document 
corresponding to the identified summarized segment to be displayed (Nishizawa: 
Column 10, lines 26-32; Column 12, lines 25-39). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the teachings of Kaufman and Batchilo with 
the teachings of Nishizawa to generate intermediary document including links 
corresponding to relevant point of the original document to generate a summarized text 
from an original text, which provides an effective tool for the user to search for desired 
part of both the summarized and original text (Nishizawa: Column 2, lines 30-35). 

5. With respect to claim 2, Kaufman in view of Batchilo and in further view of 
Nishizawa discloses the method of claim 1, further including parsing the search query to 
create the one or more relevant words (Kaufman: Column 2, lines 37-52). 

6. With respect to claim 3, Kaufman in view of Batchilo and in further view of 
Nishizawa discloses the method of claim 2, wherein identifying segments includes: 

parsing the document into segments (Kaufman: Column 3, lines 11-48; Column 
6, lines 1-8; Figure 2); 

generating a word presence list for each segment using the one or more relevant 
words (Kaufman: Column 5, lines 9-31); 

examining the segments based on the one or more relevant words (Kaufman: 
Column 8, lines 10-30); and 
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ranking the segments by relevance (Kaufman: Column 9, lines 34-39 and lines 
57-67; Column 10, lines 1-8). 

7. With respect to claim 5, Kaufman in view of Batchilo and in further view of 
Nishizawa discloses the method of claim 1 , further including the step of extending the 
list of relevant words using a knowledge base (Kaufman: Column 5, lines 9-31). 

8. With respect to claim 6, Kaufman discloses a data processing system for 
providing improved access to relevant information, comprising: 

an acquisition module for retrieving information relation to a plurality of 
documents in response to a search query (Kaufman: Column 2, lines 33-36; Figure 2); 
and 

a summarizing module for: 

parsing the documents into segments (Kaufman: Column 3, lines 11-48; 
Column 6, lines 1-8; Figure 2); 

selecting one of the segments as a relevant information point based on 
the segment having one or more relevant words (Kaufman: Column 3, lines 1 1-48; 
Column 8, lines 10-31); 

Kaufman does not explicitly disclose: 

generating an intermediary document substantially dependent on the 
selected relevant information point, wherein the intermediary document identifying the 
selected relevant information point as claimed. 
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However, Batchilo discloses claimed generating an intermediary document 
(a summarized document) substantially dependent on the identified relevant segments, 
wherein the intermediary document includes the relevant segments (Batchilo: 
Paragraph 37, lines 1-9; Paragraph 38, lines 1-21; Figure 1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made, to combine the teachings of Batchilo with the 
teachings of Kaufman to have generated a summarized document or an intermediary 
document including identifications of the relevant segments for a system and method of 
automatically summarizing the contents of natural language documents stored in 
electronic or digital form (Batchilo: Paragraph 2, lines 1-3). 

Kaufman or Batchilo does not explicitly disclose: 

the intermediary document containing links, which when activated, cause the 
corresponding document to be opened and the relevant information point in such . 
corresponding document to be displayed as claimed. 

The Nishizawa reference, however, discloses claimed link information of the 
original text to be contained in the summarized text, which when activated, cause the 
original document to be opened and an information point in the original document 
corresponding to the identified summarized segment to be displayed (Nishizawa: 
Column 10, lines 26-32; Column 12, lines 25-39). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the teachings of Kaufman and Batchilo with 
the teachings of Nishizawa to generate intermediary document including links 
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corresponding to relevant point of the original document to generate a summarized text 
from an original text, which provides an effective tool for the user to search for desired 
part of both the summarized and original text (Nishizawa: Column 2, lines 30-35). 

9. With respect to claim 7, Kaufman in view of Batchilo and in further view of 
Nishizawa discloses the system of claim 6, wherein the summarizing module is a 
software program (Kaufman: Column 4, lines 48-55; Figures 1-2; Batchilo: Claim 25). 

1 0. With respect to claim 8, Kaufman in view of Batchilo and in further view of 
Nishizawa discloses the system of claim 7, wherein the software program is a plug-in 
(Kaufman: Figure 1 ; Figure 2) 

1 1 . With respect to claim 1 0, Kaufman in view of Batchilo and in further view of 
Nishizawa discloses the system of claim 6, wherein the application module is in a 
workstation (Kaufman: Figure 1; Column 4, lines 40-55). 

12. With respect to claim 1 1 , Kaufman in view of Batchilo and in further view of 
Nishizawa discloses the system of claim 6, wherein the application module is an 
interactive website (Kaufman: Figure 1; Column 4, lines 40-60; Here if the user uses a 
search engine, user inherently uses an interactive website). 

13. With respect to claim 12, Kaufman teaches search results in response to query 
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(Kaufman: Column 2, lines 33-36; Figure 2), comprising: 

a query parser for parsing a query to a search engine (Kaufman: Figure 2); 

a document parser for parsing the original document into portions (Kaufman: 
Column 3, lines 11-48; Column 6, lines 1-8; Figure 2); 

a relevance engine for identifying relevant portions of the original document by 
evaluating one or more words of the portions (Kaufman: Figure 2; Column 3, lines 11- 
48; Column 8, lines 10-31); 

Kaufman does not explicitly disclose: 

a document generator for generating the intermediary document using the 
identified relevant portions, wherein the intermediary document being substantially 
dependent on the identified relevant portions as claimed. 

However, Batchilo discloses claimed generating an intermediary document 
(a summarized document) substantially dependent on the identified relevant segments, 
wherein the intermediary document includes the relevant segments (Batchilo: 
Paragraph 37, lines 1-9; Paragraph 38, lines 1-21; Figure 1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made, to combine the teachings of Batchilo with the 
teachings of Kaufman to have generated a summarized document or an intermediary 
document including identifications of the relevant segments for a system and method of 
automatically summarizing the contents of natural language documents stored in 
electronic or digital form (Batchilo: Paragraph 2, lines 1-3). 

Kaufman or Batchilo does not explicitly disclose: 
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the intermediary document containing links, which when activated, cause the 
corresponding document to be opened and the identified relevant portion in such 
corresponding document to be displayed as claimed. 

The Nishizawa reference, however, discloses claimed link information of the 
original text to be contained in the summarized text, which when activated, cause the 
original document to be opened and an information point in the original document 
corresponding to the identified summarized segment to be displayed (Nishizawa: 
Column 10, lines 26-32; Column 12, lines 25-39). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to modify the teachings of Kaufman and Batchilo with 
the teachings of Nishizawa to generate intermediary document including links 
corresponding to relevant point of the original document to generate a summarized text 
from an original text, which provides an effective tool for the user to search for desired 
part of both the summarized and original text (Nishizawa: Column 2, lines 30-35). 

14. With respect to claim 13, Kaufman in view of Batchilo and in further view of 
Nishizawa discloses the apparatus of claim 12, wherein the original document includes 
sentences, and wherein the relevance engine includes a sentence filter for determining 
which of the sentences has relevant information (Kaufman: Figure 2). 

15. With respect to claim 14, Kaufman in view of Batchilo and in further view of 
Nishizawa discloses the apparatus of claim 12, wherein the document generator 
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comprises means for establishing links between portions of the intermediary document 
and the corresponding portions of the original document (Batchilo: Paragraph 37, lines 
1-9; Paragraph 38, lines 1-21; Figure 1; Nishizawa: Column 10, lines 26-32; Column 12, 
lines 25-39). 

16. With respect to claim 15, Kaufman in view of Batchilo and in further view of 
Nishizawa discloses the apparatus of claim 12, wherein the document parser is 
configured to generate at least one of a word presence list, a position list, and a 
sentence list, wherein the word presence list indicates frequencies of words in the 
document, the position list indicates the position of words in the document, and the 
sentence list indicates the number of words in the document (Kaufman: Column 9, lines 
57-67; Column 10, lines 1-8). 

17. With respect to claim 16, Kaufman in view of Batchilo and in further view of 
Nishizawa discloses the apparatus of claim 12, wherein the query parser adds to the 
query words that are semantically related to words in the query (Kaufman: Column 5, 
lines 9-31). 

Conclusion 

18. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The Chwa reference (US Publication 2006/0190979) teaches 
about parsing and summarizing documents. The Cohen reference (US Publication 
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2001/0044795) teaches about summarizing topics of documents accessed by a user. 
The Cao reference (US Publication 2005/0108266) teaches about receiving a document 
and summarizing the content. The Jiang reference (US Publication 2004/0044952) 
teaches about an information retrieval system. The Chang reference (US Publication 
2003/0037043) teaches about information retrieval and summarizing the results. The 
Weiner reference (US Patent 6,275,229) teaches about summarized documents with 
links. 

Remarks 

19. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 5-8 and 10-16 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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